












without meaningful diagnosis. There

were no meaningful examinations initially or in follow-up visits

here . We agree in our expertise with this analysis .

Despite respondent's attacks on the meaning or credibility of

the testimony of the undercover agents, (T.A. and M.A .), we agree

with the ALJ'S conclusions that their testimony was

reliable and credible .'' Further our review of the recordings and

transcripts of the undercover visits comports with and bolsters

that testimony . This finding as T.A . is not significantly

affected respondent's introduction a July 26, 2007

chiropractic record of M .A . at the time of respondent's motion for

remand (See, Exhibit First the undercover agent was seeing

respondent much like an actress and she presented him
.
'

repeatedly as having pain. Whether the undercover officer
l

actually had any condition is significant in the circumstances

this matter. Second, respondent's claim that M .A . had acute

thoracic and lumbar strain and sprain at the time of her April 2007

or later visits belied by his utter failure, as documented by

the testimony and audio recordings, perform examinations for

such a condition, such as range motion tests, palpation

tenderness or neurological examination . Finally, July 26, 2007

chiropractic record is of little relevance M .A .'S initial

utrustworthy ,

examination to reach such

- -. - - .-pvesentat-ion-to. .-respondent .. - Thus .we , f ind the . chiropract-ir v-record

provides little reason to question the ALJ' s f indings on






























